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Mr. Speaker, everyone has the right 

to participate in peaceful demonstra-
tions, and I thank and respect those in 
Baltimore who exercised their con-
stitutionally granted right, but, when 
the actions of a few infringe on the 
rights of others, we have a problem. 
When the actions of a few violent pro-
testers dominate the 24-hour news 
cycle, it takes away from the impor-
tance of the message, and it tears apart 
already fragile communities. 

When businesses are trashed, those 
responsible must be brought to justice. 
When a national chain pharmacy is set 
aflame, we ask if they will ever risk 
doing business in that community ever 
again. 

As a businessowner, I can tell you, 
Mr. Speaker, it would take a whole lot 
of convincing to get me to invest my 
sweat, energy, and treasure in a city 
that has demonstrated the type of law-
lessness we have seen in recent days, 
and that is a tragedy. It is a tragedy 
because these communities so des-
perately need structure, stability, sup-
port, and jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, it is law enforcement 
that will help reassure businesses that 
they will be able to safely operate in 
these communities. It is law enforce-
ment that will reduce the risk that is 
currently holding back job creators 
from setting up shop. Mr. Speaker, 
communities must have law and order 
to succeed and prosper. I applaud those 
in law enforcement who have worked 
so hard to ensure that. 

In God we trust. 
f 

PUT A WOMAN ON THE TWENTY 
ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. GUTIÉRREZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. Mr. Speaker, what 
would it be like if the Chamber and 
this government reflected the diversity 
of the American people? There would 
be a lot more portraits of women 
alongside all the portraits of com-
mittee chairmen of the past decades. 

In 2015, it wouldn’t be newsworthy 
when a competent, intelligent person 
who happens to be African American is 
hired for a job for which she is su-
premely qualified, which happened this 
week when Loretta Lynch was sworn in 
as our 83rd Attorney General. We 
wouldn’t still be talking about unequal 
pay for equal work. 

I believe that, if there is a country 
that truly believes in equality, that it 
is time to put our money where our 
mouths are, literally, and express that 
sense of justice on the most widely 
used currency in international trans-
action. 

Last week, I introduced the Put a 
Woman on the Twenty Act to build on 
the grassroots campaign known as 
Women on 20s, working to bring gender 
equality to our currency. Their public 
campaign has garnered more than half 
a million votes in support of putting a 
woman on a $20 bill. I loved the idea, 

and it was brought to me by a smart, 
young woman on my staff, Kate John-
son. To me, this isn’t just a women’s 
issue; it is an American issue. 

My bill simply directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to convene a panel of 
citizens to solicit recommendations 
from the public for a woman to be 
placed on the $20 bill. Women have in-
spired generations of Americans for 
their courage by challenging this Na-
tion to protect the civil rights of all 
Americans. 

Women have advocated for voting 
rights and equal protection under the 
law and for programs that serve the 
most vulnerable members of our com-
munities. Women led us out of slavery 
on the Underground Railroad, taught 
us what the phrase ‘‘all men are cre-
ated equal’’ really means by fighting 
for women’s suffrage and civil rights 
and have led in all sectors in society. 

When I go to the bank, when I use an 
ATM, when I travel overseas, the $20 
bill is already widely used and in the 
purses and wallets of hundreds of mil-
lions of Americans. We all know that 
the almighty dollar speaks; but what if 
it had a woman’s voice? 

Consider for a moment the powerful 
message that would be sent to a young 
girl in Chicago if she saw a portrait 
celebrating Rosa Parks or Harriet Tub-
man when she reached into her wallet 
to make a purchase. What about the 
young man in a country far away who 
maybe is still hearing damaging mes-
sages about the role of women in his 
country? 

The portrait of Wilma Mankiller or 
Eleanor Roosevelt on the United States 
bill that represents power and success 
to him provides a new opportunity to 
show our common values about equal-
ity and inclusion in faraway places. 

The organization Women on 20s has 
put forward four exceptional female 
leaders for this honor: Rosa Parks, 
Wilma Mankiller, Harriet Tubman, and 
Eleanor Roosevelt. That is a great list, 
but there is no reason to stop there. 
The initiative has sparked conversa-
tions about the many great women who 
have contributed in significant ways to 
strengthening our Nation. 

I have certainly benefited from the 
passionate advocacy of women who 
have fought for civil rights and equal-
ity, as have my daughters and con-
stituents in Chicago, many of whom 
are debating and weighing in on the 
candidates for this incredible honor. 

Roosevelt University in Chicago has 
launched a campuswide campaign to 
champion Eleanor Roosevelt for the 
honor and not just because they were 
named after her. As a result of the 
campaign, students are participating in 
a national dialogue about her work ad-
vocating for child labor laws to protect 
kids and all workers from unsafe condi-
tions and long hours, for gender equal-
ity, and safe housing. 

Now, I don’t know who will be cho-
sen. She could be one of the women 
suggested already or any one of many 
other talented, impressive women in 

our country’s history. My mother, who 
is an amazing woman, would probably 
get my personal vote, but she is out of 
the running because, thankfully, she is 
still alive. 

I believe the time has come to have 
our currency represent the contribu-
tions of women throughout our history. 
A woman’s place is in the boardroom, 
chairing the committee, in the labora-
tory, in the Oval Office, and, yes, even 
on our currency. 

f 

b 1015 

TRADE PROMOTION AUTHORITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, it is 
said that, when the plan for the an-
cient city of Alexandria was presented 
to the great Alexander, his master 
builder pointed with pride to an inge-
nious way to honor the city’s name-
sake. All of the city’s water supply 
would be channeled to one great cen-
tral fountain featuring a giant statue 
of Alexander and then flow from it to 
the surrounding city. 

When Alexander seemed unimpressed, 
his architect explained the symbolism. 
Water, the life’s blood of the city, 
would flow from Alexander to Alexan-
dria. Alexander replied, ‘‘But water is 
not the life’s blood of a city. Commerce 
is the life’s blood of a city.’’ The statue 
of Alexander was placed, instead, at 
the entrance to the port. 

As it is with city-states, it is with 
nation-states. Every nation that en-
gages in trade prospers from it; every 
nation that fails to trade, fails to pros-
per. 

Today, international trade agree-
ments are the means by which nations 
establish the terms of their commerce. 
This often requires intricate negotia-
tions with trading partners, and our 
trading partners must be confident 
that the United States is bargaining in 
good faith and that what is decided at 
the bargaining table will not be re-
voked or redefined later at a congres-
sional table. 

The Constitution gives Congress the 
authority to regulate commerce with 
other nations. Congress, thus, has the 
final say over any trade agreement, but 
trading partners have to have con-
fidence that, once the agreement has 
been reached, it represents the last 
best offer of both sides, a meeting of 
the minds that won’t be repeatedly al-
tered after the fact. 

That is why, since the 1930s, Congress 
has chosen to exercise its responsi-
bility by establishing the broad terms 
of the agreement that it seeks and then 
giving explicit instructions to our ne-
gotiators at the beginning of the proc-
ess. If—and only if—these objectives 
are advanced in the agreement, Con-
gress will then consider it as a whole 
package and either approve it or reject 
it. 
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That process is called trade pro-

motion authority. It stood the test of 
time. It has been used to the great ben-
efit of our Nation in the past and has 
never been controversial until now. 

From the left, opposition comes from 
protectionist special interests. They 
fail to learn from the painful lessons of 
history. Protectionism is the fastest 
way to destroy an economy, as this Na-
tion has learned repeatedly, including 
during the Jefferson administration 
and, again, in the Hoover administra-
tion. 

From the right, opposition comes 
from a mistrust of this President’s 
judgment and competence, a mistrust I 
completely and unequivocally share. It 
is precisely because of this mistrust 
that the trade promotion authority 
sets forth some 150 objectives that 
must be advanced before Congress will 
even consider the resulting agreement. 
Once those objectives are attained, a 
majority of the Congress must still ap-
prove it. 

This measure does not empower the 
President to do his own thing; it binds 
the President to faithfully execute the 
will of Congress. Trade promotion au-
thority simply continues a time-proven 
process through which Congress exer-
cises its authority to regulate com-
merce at the beginning of negotiations 
so trading partners can have a reason-
able expectation that their painstaking 
negotiations, compromises, and conces-
sions won’t be ripped asunder and re-
opened when Congress acts. 

Indeed, the successful Base Closure 
and Realignment Commission process 
worked on exactly the same principle. 

Let me repeat, this gives the Presi-
dent no new authority. It binds him to 
Congress’ will at the outset of negotia-
tions and promises only that, if the ob-
jectives set by Congress are advanced, 
will the Congress agree, not necessarily 
to approve the agreement, but simply 
to vote on it without opening new 
issues or causing unnecessary delays. 

The statue at one of our greatest 
ports is not of a person, but of an ideal, 
liberty. It is freedom that produces 
prosperity, the free exchange of goods 
between people for their mutual better-
ment—the greater the freedom, the 
greater the prosperity. Trade pro-
motion authority is the means by 
which this freedom is advanced among 
nations. 

Mr. Speaker, freedom works. It is 
time that we put it back to work. 

f 

ASSISTANCE FOR THE PEOPLE OF 
NEPAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I, along with a good many of my 
colleagues, are on a mission of mercy. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a circumstance 
that has impacted the people of Nepal. 
A 7.8 magnitude earthquake has hit 
this country. It happened on April 25. 
More than 5,000 people have lost their 

lives; 10,000 have been injured; 2.8 mil-
lion people are displaced, and 8 million 
people have been affected. Four Ameri-
cans are confirmed dead. 

There is a little bit of good news. The 
United States of America has com-
mitted $12.5 million in relief for the 
country of Nepal, but that is not 
enough. I believe we can do more be-
cause $415 million will be needed for 
humanitarian purposes alone, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I am proud to say that a good many 
organizations are pitching in. One such 
organization is in my district in Hous-
ton, Texas, the Nepalese Association of 
Houston. The chairperson and presi-
dent of that association, Mr. Ghimirey, 
has called a meeting; and I was hon-
ored to be in attendance, along with 
the secretary Mr. Nepal, and about 100 
or more other people. 

They are doing what they can to 
make sure they do their share to help 
in this time of need, and I want you to 
know that we in the Congress want to 
make sure that we do our share to help 
in this time of need. 

Yesterday, we heard from the Prime 
Minister of Japan. One of the things 
that he said that stuck in my mind is 
that America provides hope for the 
world. America is emblematic of hope 
for people who are hopeless, help for 
those who are helpless. 

America is always there for the rest 
of the world. We cannot allow this situ-
ation to become anything less than 
what America has always been for the 
rest of the world. 

To have the hope that they need, 
help has to be on the way. There has to 
be the help that can engender the hope 
that people so desperately need. To 
give them the hope they need, there is 
a bill that we have filed in the Con-
gress of the United States of America, 
H.R. 2033. 

This bill provides temporary pro-
tected status for the people of Nepal 
who happen to be in the United States 
of America under a legal status. If they 
are here legally, they will be allowed to 
stay for an additional 18 months. They 
won’t be sent back to harm’s way in a 
time of crisis. 

This is what America can do. This is 
to provide hope. By providing help and 
allowing those people to stay in this 
country, they can continue to work. 
They can continue to send money 
home. We have found from our research 
that $248 million in remittances were 
sent to Nepal in 2014. That is $248 mil-
lion. 

We need to allow the Nepalese people 
to continue to work in this country 
and send that money back to their 
countrymen and women. America can 
do this. This is not a heavy lift. This is 
not immigration reform. This is some-
thing that we have done before. 

We did it in 1998, under the Clinton 
administration, for the people of 
Montserrat after the volcanic eruption. 
We did it in 1998, under the Clinton ad-
ministration, for the people of Hon-
duras and Nicaragua after the hurri-

cane. We did it in 2001, under the Bush 
administration, for the people of El 
Salvador after two earthquakes. We did 
it in 2010, under the Obama administra-
tion, for the people of Haiti after a 7.0 
magnitude earthquake. We can do it 
for the people of Nepal. 

This is not a heavy lift. It does not 
give anyone any kind of permanent im-
migration status. It does not change 
the law as it relates to immigration. It 
only says we will do what we can to 
help people acquire the hope that they 
need by allowing people here to con-
tinue to work, send money back to 
their home country, and not put them 
back there in harm’s way, having to 
live in the circumstances that might be 
detrimental to them. 

The United States has sent in many 
relief teams. These relief teams are 
bringing with them some temporary 
housing, which is important; this is im-
portant, but the real hope that we can 
help provide would be to pass H.R. 2033, 
so that people who are here can con-
tinue to stay. 

f 

THOMAS FRANK JOHNSON 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. HOLDING) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life and accomplish-
ments of an important man of Amer-
ica’s Greatest Generation, Dr. Thomas 
Frank Johnson. He faced life’s chal-
lenges head on, and, throughout all of 
this vast change, he always saw Amer-
ica’s promise above all else. 

Dr. Johnson, a military veteran and 
influential economist, passed away last 
December at the age of 94 and was re-
cently buried at Arlington National 
Cemetery. He served as a lieutenant 
commander in the Navy in the Pacific 
from 1943 to 1945 and remained in the 
Navy Reserve until 1980. 

He was born September 27, 1920, in 
Lynchburg, Virginia, and was a child of 
the Great Depression, which affected 
his economic and personal outlook. His 
philosophy was simple—as he would 
tell his children—time marches on, so 
must we. 

Dr. Johnson was extremely proud of 
his military service. However, as a 
humble man, he only displayed one pic-
ture of himself, on his patrol craft 1191 
in the Pacific, escorting aircraft car-
riers and destroyers into battle. After 
the war, he remained in the Navy, trav-
eling by train, bringing soldiers and 
sailors home—some to their families, 
some to hospitals, and some to their 
final resting places. 

While very proud of his service, he 
rarely ever spoke of his time there. He 
simply moved on to the next phase of 
his life in post-World War II America. 
After concluding Active Duty, Dr. 
Johnson completed studies in econom-
ics at the University of Virginia and 
was a member of the Thomas Jefferson 
Society. 

He moved to Washington, D.C., in 
1949 and began his professional career 
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